us                      AFTER THE WAR

for minorities, restoration of liberty, world free trade, world
federation, European federation, and dozens of patent nos-
trums for setting up the millennium. The 1940 spring model is
called Federal Union. All these so-called objectives have one
thing in common, that they depend for whatever chances of
success they have upon the preservation of peace. I maintain
therefore that we can have only one real objective in drawing
up the coming peace settlement, namely, a durable peace.

If we intend to think clearly and honestly, I submit that
our first duty is to realize that another war would put a stop
to each and every one of our plans and hopes for a new and
better Europe. It is axiomatic that a durable peace is the con-
dition that governs all further progress. It may not be an
exaggeration to say that without it European civilization will,
relatively speaking, cease to exist. I wonder if the average
man accepts the full implications of this ? Is he convinced
that the one overriding duty, not only of the statesmen who
will be responsible for framing the coining peace settlement,
but of subsequent generations, is to ensure as far as is humanly
possible that war does not break out again ? Is he ready for
the sacrifices that this entails ?

A very great deal turns upon the answers of our rulers and
of our electors to these questions. If they are convinced that
nothing can be achieved unless the peace endures, then the
problem will be much simpler. If on the other hand they are
induced by well-meaning persons to believe that a new order
of things is so well worth having that some risks can and
should be taken, then we are back again in the old atmo-
sphere of wishful thinking that has landed us where we are
to-day.

Part of the difficulty is due to confusion of thought over the
meaning of the word peace. We are constantly told that peace
is not the mere absence of war, but is something positive that
can only be brought about by doing away with the causes of
war. It is most dangerous to talk like this, for peace is essen-
tially a matter of fact, and to confuse matters of fact, such as
war and peace, with matters of opinion, such as the theoretical
causes of war, is to court disaster both in thought and in
action. Peace is a matter of fact, and the maintenance of